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Response to Comment Letter I86 

Don Bloom and Katie Williams 

March 3, 2014 

I86-1 This comment asserts that the Proposed Project’s water 

estimates are inaccurate. Please refer to common response 

WR1, as well as the response to comment I32-8. 

This comment also discusses the current situation of 

water in California and locally. Water levels and 

hydrologic conditions within the geographic scope of 

potential impacts by the Proposed Project are considered 

and addressed in Section 3.1.5, Hydrology and Water 

Quality. Groundwater investigation reports were 

prepared for the Tierra del Sol Solar Farm, Rugged Solar 

Farm, Pine Valley Mutual Water Company and the 

Jacumba Community Services District (see Appendices 

3.1.5-5 (Tierra del Sol), 3.1.5-6 (Rugged), 3.1.5-7 (Pine 

Valley), and 3.1.5-8 (Jacumba)).   

I86-2 This comment raises concerns regarding property 

values. This topic was not evaluated in the Draft 

Program Environmental Impact Report, since it is not 

related to environmental impacts. (14 CCR § 15131.) 

The County acknowledges the commenters’ 

opposition to the Proposed Project. The information in 

this comment will be in the Final Program 

Environmental Impact Report for review and 

consideration by the decision makers. 
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I86-3 Refer to the response to comment I86-1. 

I86-4 The County acknowledges the commenters’ preference 

for distributed-generation energy, including rooftop 

solar. See common response ALT2. The County 

acknowledges the commenters’ opposition to the 

Proposed Project. The information in this comment will 

be in the Final Program Environmental Impact Report 

for review and consideration by the decision makers. 

The County acknowledges the commenter’s 

attachments including a comment letter submitted on 

February 4, 2014 and a Minor Project Refinement 

request form prepared by SDG&E for the ECO 

Substation Project. The commenters comment letter 

from February 2014 was received and issues raised 

were addressed (see responses to comment letter I6. 

The Minor Project Refinement request form is for a 

project other than the Proposed Project analyzed in the 

DPEIR See Chapters 3.1.5 and 3.1.9 of the DPEIR for 

information regarding construction and operational 

water demand and use associated with the Proposed 

Project. See also common response WR1 and WR2.  
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